The aim of this article is to bring together different legal, political science and sociological perspectives addressing the problem of Europeanization of national judiciaries. In that sense, this article provides an overview of several old aspects regarding the way and extent national courts/judges adapted to their role of European judges. Next to that, it is looked into the manner of and reasons behind judges' involvement in the process of EU legal integration, whereby a new research agenda is offered. For that purpose, new questions are raised and different empirical aspects are discussed concerning, for instance, courts compliance with EU law, the relevance of national judges' individual profiles (knowledge, attitudes and values) but also the role of institutions (networks) and legal systems in the process of Europeanization of judges.
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A. INTRODUCTION
It is now common knowledge that national courts of Member States, regardless of their position in the national legal system and the field of adjudication, are the key players in the processes of application and enforcement of European Union (EU) law 1 and the process of EU integration in general They are the core enforcers of the rights and obligations individuals derive from EU law, responsible for ensuring the effectiveness of EU law. They are also expected to participate in the process of legal integration within the EU through the preliminary ruling mechanism. The fact that EU law can directly affect interests of individuals in the EU, and may be invoked and relied upon by them before national courts, which are in turn obliged to protect their EU rights, has tremendous implications for the functioning of national judiciaries and the system of judicial protection in the European Union. For the foregoing reasons the national courts are also referred to as decentralized EU courts.
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In light of the foregoing, one might wonder whether and how the process of EU integration and EU law as such have affected the functioning of national courts and changed the structure of national judiciaries. Indeed, the issue concerning the functioning of national courts as enforcers of EU law and the way EU law impacted on the functioning of national courts, has been and will likely remain one of the most constitutive, complex and intriguing aspects related the phenomenon of EU integration. For decades now, scholars of different disciplines have been interested in the question why national courts participate in this process of legal integration in the EU and what factors (might)
influence the manner national judges behave. They addressed for instance issues concerning the cooperation between the Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU) and national courts, the role national litigants play in the preliminary reference procedure or the reasons of accepting the principles of primacy and direct effect of EU law by national judges. In that respect, the issue concerning the process of cooperation between the national courts and the CJEU in the framework of the preliminary procedure has gained tremendous attention on part of scholars whereby the topic has been elevated to the one of the most important aspects of 'Europeanization' 3 of national judiciaries. Next to that, there are many invaluable legal contributions discussing the application of EU law by national courts but those 1 U.Jaremba, National Judges As EU Law Judges: The Polish Civil Law System (Brill Nijhoff 2014). 2 Jaremba 2014. 3 At this point it should be strongly emphasized that in the framework of Europeanization many different processes, next to the process of integration within the European Union, could be identified which impact on and transform national judiciaries. In that respect, the relevance of the internationalization of national judiciaries through their interfaces with the European Court of Human Rights and other international courts must be underscored, see J.Christoffersen, M.R.
Madsen (eds.) The European Court of Human Rights between Law and Politics (Oxford University Press 2011); K.J.Alter. The New Terrain of
International Law: Courts, Politics, Rights (Princeton University Press 2014) among others. In this article, we limit the study to the problem of influence that is exerted by EU-related factors which result in turning national judges into EU judges: a problem which offers a vast collection of topics for analysis.
mostly focus on individual cases and the legal correctness of the way national judges proceed with (apply) EU law. 4 On basis of the findings following from this stream of research, scholars draw sometimes far going conclusions concerning the process of Europeanization of national judiciaries.
However, so far the knowledge about the general impact of the process of Europeanization on the judiciary is somewhat limited 5 and scattered. Only few scholarly efforts have been made which assess, for instance, how different institutional or sociological factors (may) bear on the judicial behaviour and, consequently, on the processes of EU law application 6 which very much supports the desirability of further research in the area of Europeanization of national judiciaries. In particular, the issue concerning the relevance and pressure that the Court of Justice can exert through the dynamic of its judgments on national courts should be emphasized. 7 It is one of the aims of this article to argue that the rates of preliminary references from national courts to the CJEU do not necessarily correspond with all the modes that national judges use to engage with and apply EU law. In other words, studies focusing on the preliminary reference procedure do not seem to satisfactorily reflect the entire picture 4 See for instance M.Jarvis, knowledge and attitudes) but also through evaluating the role of institutions (e.g. networks) and legal systems for the process of Europeanization of judges.
The structure of this article is as follows. First, the concept of Europeanization and its core features are clarified which is done through a revision of the different dynamics or processes proposed for covering the process of Europeanization of national courts. This is then followed by analysis of the vertical mechanism and indicators of Europeanization of courts, mainly based on the interaction of national judges with EU institutions. Next, the relevance of horizontal mechanisms (such as judicial networks, associations or personal links) for the process of Europeanization of national judiciaries is discussed. Subsequently, the paper addresses the contribution of sociological approaches and methodologies to our understanding of the socialization of national judges into the EU legal order.
Finally, several general conclusions are drawn.
THE CONCEPT OF EUROPEANIZATION
8 Nyikos, supra n. 4. In her seminal work the author underlined the necessity to deepen the study of the Europeanization of national legal systems and courts, identifying the core research questions concerning the Europeanization that scholars have tried to address. She observed that there is too little study on the effects of Europeanization on domestic courts, and that the research that has been done so far has been mainly focused on the reasons of referring preliminary questions to the CJEU by national courts and the rationale behind the acceptance of the principle of primacy of EU law by national courts.
As observed by Olsen, Europeanization is a 'fashionable but contested' concept, and even an 'academic growth industry'. 9 The broad term is used in various branches of legal, social, political sciences and history and it also has its own meaning and context in all of those areas. Regardless of the context, the term always refers to a process of domestic adaptation in a specific area that results from the membership in the EU. In connection to EU law and its implementation at the domestic level, the concept of Europeanization is widely used. However, there seems to be no agreement regarding the concept of Europeanization in case of national courts. number of actual preliminary references. The columns in black include judgments, not only enforcing CJEU rulings, but also those that have been solved without a reference to the CJEU. The figure seems to reflect the extent to which an undoubtedly relevant part of the story on Europeanization remains unexplained so far. Given that the majority of EU law judgments take place outside the channels of the preliminary reference system, it becomes crucial to assess the importance of national court EU-law-related rulings for the legal integration 35 , and, consequently, for the study of national judges' behaviour as EU judges. . 41 Non-compliance refers to those instances where the national court "limits" the impact of the CJEU case law, "distinguishes" the CJEU ruling after discussing it, and, directly "dissents", disagrees or criticizes the CJEU ruling. See Ramos, supra n. 25. 42 Ramos, supra n. 25 and Ramos, supra n. 38. 43 Martinsen has pointed to the importance of the CJEU proportionality doctrine as a tool for national courts for restraining national and administrative reaction to the judicial Europeanization of their national policies. 49 In addition, some evidence (table 2) the important role national courts play in the evolution of EU law principles and doctrines. In that matter, it is important to underline how national courts affected the configuration of the EU legal system (e.g. by suggesting the incorporation into the EU legal system of the rule of law and human rights standards or common democratic principles and the concept of constitutional identity), and, by extension also the process of Europeanization of the judiciaries. In that regard, national courts put forward understandings of EU law that are different from those advocated by the CJEU. The integration of primary and secondary EU law sources in the day-to-day practice national courts seems to be the most evident and relevant (also in terms of numbers) example of top-down Europeanization of national judges' behaviour. Despite the incontestable fact that EU legislation might affect the behaviour of national courts, the issue remains for its large part unexplored. For instance, different behavioural patterns might be found depending on the legal or policy area that is being explored (e.g. competition, civil or criminal law), or on the existence of a national law implementing the concerned EU legislation. Certainly, many legal scholars do address the problem of the application of those EU law instruments by national courts, but the available studies are somewhat limited (to seminal cases, to a specific Member State, specific policy field, specific type of jurisdiction or even a specific national court) in their scope. 55 The reason of the foregoing is simple, i.e. the issue is particularly difficult or in some instances virtually impossible to be researched on a broader scale.
In this regard, we can go deeper by studying the degree of compliance with EU legislation. One occur while applying EU law by higher courts in Austria. 56 The data shown in table 3, despite its limitations due to the short period considered, illustrates some aspects related to compliance, which could be caused by, for instance, the lack of knowledge and skills among judges who serve at those courts. 
NETWORKS
Recently, the problem concerning the use of contacts or networks for the exchange of information and the process of EU law knowledge dissemination among national judges has been emphasized. In these studies, the formal and informal exchange of information or knowledge in epistemological communities is seen as an essential part of improving the judicial dialogue/cooperation, knowledge, and dissemination of European concepts. As illustrated in figure 5 , most judges consult their fellow judges to resolve their concerns or deficiencies in EU law. Also noteworthy is the use of national legal networks, followed by the use of international judicial networks, academic colleagues and the public prosecutor. One can also notice the existence, though scarce, of contacts of judges with judges from other Member States and members of the CJEU. with most of the actors showed in the figure above. At the individual level, judges with extensive personal networks have greater access and opportunities to test their knowledge of EU law, and in consequence, to improve it. 60 In some countries, these networks are institutionalized in the form of regular meetings between national judges dealing with the latest developments in the field of EU law (e.g. RED-UE in Spain) or the specialization of a formally designated judge who provides information on EU legislation to their peers (e.g. the coordinator of European law in the Netherlands). 61 Moreover, national judges can enter into dialogue with colleagues from other Member States in European and international networks whereby they improve their knowledge of other legal systems and exchange experiences and ideas about EU law, and contribute to the construction of a European community of judges and development and implementation of European legal policies. While the interaction between judges seems obvious due to their corporativism, more evidence on whether and how national judges are related with non-judicial actors relevant for their behaviour as EU judges is still lacking. Some studies referred to these types of informal interactions that may shape or constrain the opinions and discretion of national judges when they consider EU law. An example of these informal pressures has been discussed by Szukala for the case of France: "Since the mid-nineties, the French government has had a quite proactive policy on preliminary rulings that culminated in 1997 in a monitoring arrangement which more or less binds the French courts to governmental processes. 63 Benvenuti, supra n. 61. The Minister for Justice's European department (SAEI) in co-operation with the Secrétariat Général du Comité Interministériel (SGCI), organises control of the 'appropriateness' when courts bring Article 234 EC matters before the CJEU. The SGCI also intervenes, organising inter-ministerial meetings to define a common strategy concerning the question raised, and-if necessary-to 'reformulate the preliminary ruling suggested by the party from which the demand for a ruling emanates.' 66 The independence of French courts to request the CJEU to give a ruling thereon seems to be of minor importance, e.g. when French budgetary interests are at stake." 67 A similar mechanism of deeuropeanization was found by Wind, Martinsen and Pons in case of Denmark. 68 They discovered that an important reason for 'not making any (or very few) preliminary referrals was the discouragement from the state adviser. Moreover, 41.1 % of the judges in the lower courts stated that it is up to the High Court alone to decide whether or not a case ought to be referred to the CJEU.' 69 Both abovementioned examples trigger a question as to how governments or related public administration bodies look for modes to influence and shape the behaviour of national judges as EU judges. In these cases, two formally institutionalized mechanism are identified; informal mechanisms 70 , however, are still unexplored whereas it is likely that they are relevant for influencing judges' behaviour while dealing with EU law.
In contrast to these approaches, there are other interesting contributions from sociology and history that stress out the relevance of networks and socialization. These studies refer to the role played by European advocates Source: Benvenuti's data provided for this purpose. According to the data, in ACA-Europe, members are the courts as such; and court presidents participate together with advisors/contact points who are judges from the same Court. In EUFJE the membership is individual. In AEAJ, national judicial associations are formally members but representatives of those associations also participate. Finally, it is relevant to remark the impact of academia and specifically, EU law journals themselves, which played a key role in the transnational forging of the discipline and in the 75 Claes, supra n. 5, p. 262. 76 Nyikos, supra n. 4, p. 191 the author gives the example of Mr. Galmont who was nominated to serve as a CJEU judge: 'After his tenure in Luxembourg, he returned to the Conseil d'État. One short year later, the "renegade" supreme court ended its 15 -year isolationism and publicly accepted the supremacy of EU law in the Nicolo case. ' 'normalisation' of the constitutional reading of the Treaties, also among judges. 77 profiles is the level of knowledge of EU law that national judges have: It has been illustrated that on average the knowledge of EU law is assessed as the highest by those judges who are more experienced in their daily practice, trained, networked, knowledgeable in national law, and better educated in EU law. 80 The authors also illustrated how these differences are correlated with some contextual or institutional factors the judges operate in. In that sense, judges serving in higher courts and adjudicating in the field of administrative law have higher rates of EU law knowledge.
These studies also allow to map the skills, attitudes, values, and identity of judges. For instance, they help to understand how judges comprehend their role as EU judges and to what extent they agree with the central principles of EU law. It seems plausible to assume that judges' positions or attitudes towards these issues may influence, to some extent, their decisions that involve EU-law-related problems. As an example, recent data from the Spanish judiciary shows how the majority of the surveyed judges amounting to 60% of the group, identify themselves with the role of EU law judges, while the rest of the group rejects it or has an indifferent attitude towards it.
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A similar agreement is observed with the primacy of EU law (figure 6). 82 In this case a widespread acceptance of the principle of primacy is noticed (69%).
80 Mayoral et al. 2014 . 81 Mayoral et al. 2013 . N= 128 judges. 82 The notion of 'supremacy' or 'primacy"' of European law, which implies that EU law takes precedence above national law in case of conflict, is far from being a clear concept as it has been conceived in different ways by different courts. While the CJEU understands it more extensively, national courts clearly tried to delimit its scope. For example, we can see how the Spanish Constitutional Court came up with its own understandings of concepts such as 'primacy'. See http://www.tribunalconstitucional.es/es/jurisprudencia/restrad/Paginas/DTC122004en.aspx. Since the issue is both conceptually and theoretically a complex one, we restrain ourselves to only referring to it, without discussing it any further. In a similar vein, a new research agenda has been proposed arguing for the relevance of trust for the functioning of the EU judicial system. 83 It is claimed that judges are more prone to follow CJEU jurisprudence when they have (higher) trust in European Union institution 84 . In this sense, given the importance of the institutional trust for the implementation of EU law, it is necessary to consider the extent to which judges have confidence in the various judicial and political institutions at the national and European level. Based on the Spanish judges case (figure 7) two interesting conclusions are drawn.
First, judges generally have more trust in EU political and judicial institutions than their national counterparts. Second, it is illustrated how the judges, by pure corporate sense, have more confidence in judicial institutions than political ones. Similar patterns have been found among German, Dutch and Polish judges. 85 Nevertheless, it would be interesting to observe member states like Denmark and
France where national judges have a strong deference towards their parliamentarian sovereignty compare to constitutional system like Germany or Spain. 83 Mayoral 2013b. 84 Mayoral 2015. 85 Mayoral 2015.
Strongly disagree 2%
Disagree 7%
Neither agree nor disagree 22% Agree 45%
Strongly agree 24% Member States should be conducted. One must be aware of various limitations as regards the extension and generalization of the conclusions from these studies. Also, while the empirical data concerning judges' profiles data proves very useful for explaining contemporary phenomena related with the EUpeanizaiton of national judges, it seems very limited for the study or revision of previous research from history, law and political science. .
CONCLUSIONS
The process of Europeanization of national judiciaries is an intriguing and intricate problem that can be looked at and researched from different perspectives. As illustrated, through the last decades multifarious hypotheses, theories and explanations concerning the Europeanization of national judiciaries have been drawn. However, when we look at scholarly efforts in this field, we should emphasize the difficulty to rationalize the debate due to the methodological and theoretical obstacles that the researchers come across. In many instances the problem already starts at the very basic level of conceptualization. Therefore, producing reliable figures with a robust method and then trying to catalogue the findings to produce generalized conclusions seems quite a challenging (and sometimes impossible) task indeed. There remain many areas in which the Europeanization of judiciaries can hardly and/or effectively be measured.
This article aimed at, first, confirming the view that the process of Europeanization goes beyond the top-down processes of courts' participation in the preliminary ruling procedure and their compliance with the CJEU rulings, and, second, providing a wider array of new angles, questions, variables and indicators that not only broaden the existent scholarship but also add another dimension to it. For the sake of Europeanization studies, it seems valuable to look into the problems of, for instance, the impact of formal and informal judicial networks on the process but it also seems essential to look into different extra-legal -mostly sociological -variables, such as for instance the knowledge of EU law among judges and their experiences with the application of EU law, that may play a role. This, in turn, opens up a whole new stream in the research agenda which is crucial for the fuller understanding of the processes of Europeanization of national courts. However, it should be underscored that to elaborate an appropriate measure of Europeanization is a large project in terms of data collection extracted from surveys, historical archives, rulings collections or interviews. By now, we are in possession of data concerning the attributes and behaviour of national judges for a few Member
States only. This data is however sufficient to show in which way Europeanization should be understood and, hopefully it can encourage other scholars to work in that direction and to gather new evidence that can contribute to such a big enterprise.
